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TO

THE REV. WILLIAM PALMER,

OF

WORCESTER COLLEGE, OXFORD

Rev. Sir

Having been requested by several of my esteemed Protestant

friends, who are earnestly seeking the Truth, to address a Fifth

Letter to you, demonstratively to shew, that the sacred deposit of

the Revelation of Christianity has been confided by God to an

Infallible Authority ; in order to comply with their earnest desire,

I have to apologise for this intrusion.

I shall commence, therefore, by stating, that God having revealed

the Christian Religion as the means by which we are to offer him

the homage which he requires of us ; he must consequently have

left us, I assert, some means or other by which we are to know with

certainty, the Dogmas, the Precepts, and the Institutions of Jesus

Christ, and which should be capable of preserving them free from

any alterations which might otherwise creep into them, by the weak-

ness and the pride of the human mind, by political motives, by the

clashing of different interests, or lastly, by our passions. We are as

sure that such a way must exist, as we are certain of the existence

of the Divine Wisdom. But you will probably ask me,—Which is

this right way
;

point it out to me„? To this I answer,—I can

conceive three different methods :— 1. A particular and immediate

inspiration, by which God would enlighten all Christians in

regard to his doctrine. 2. A dumb book, such as the Scriptures, in

which his doctrine would be so clearly expressed, that no one could

possibly be deceived. 3. A living Infallible Authority to transmit



it from generation to generation. In order, therefore, to know,

which of these three methods is the one which Jesus Christ has

fixed on for us to follow, we must not precisely consider what a mere

man thus situated would do in his place, but what He (Jesus Christ)

himself has done ; for we can truly say that " the thoughts of God

are not the thoughts of man, and that it pleases him often to con-

found our wisdom." Thus then— 1. It is a certain fact, that he has

not made choice of the first ; for, truly, either this immediate and

miraculous inspiration is given to all Christians, or only to a few.

If it be given to all, how does it happen that there are so many

different opinions on the doctrine of the God-Man ? If it be given

only to a few, by what character can we know it, and what utility

is it to those who are unacquainted with it ? It has given birth to

a number of sects that are quite opposed to each other, which spring

forth from contradictory symbols, and which has forced those who

have invented this system, to endeavour to stop, as much as possible,

its frightful ravages, by calling to its assistance private interpreta-

tion, aided by the assistance of synods j and thus we cannot be

astonished that Jesus Christ, the Eternal Wisdom, has not made

choice of a way which would ever have required, a miraculous

and a perpetual action, and, consequently, would be quite con-

trary to the ordinary conduct of Providence, for it performs the

most wonderful things by means the most simple. This choice,

also, would force God to take away from us free will, for then,

indeed, it would be quite impossible to resist the Divine inspiration.

2. It is an incontrovertible fact, that Jesus Christ has not chosen this

second method. The Socinian gives one interpretation to the

Scriptures, the Protestant another, the Catholic another. In this

conflict, in regard to the true interpretation of the Sacred Volume,

the Scripture, which is the Law upon which they dispute, is not the

Tribunal to pronounce judgment. It is silent, and permits us to

continue our contentions ad infinitum ; and moreover, it in no one

part informs us, which are the books of which it is composed ; it

does not even assure us of the divinity of any one part of the Sacred

Volume. In fine, the divinity of the Scripture cannot be proved

by itself. It is, therefore, most certain, that the three-fourths of the

Christian world are unable to be convinced by means thereof,

—first, if there be Divine books ; second, which are those Divine

oracles. And even if it could be otherwise, it is an undoubted truth,



that it would be quite impossible for them to determine the true

interpretation of the Scripture. These books—the latest of which

was written more than seventeen centuries ago—were written in

dead languages, are crowded with metaphors, allegories, parables

—

addressed to people totally different from us in their customs, man-

ners, and characters ; all these present the greatest difficulties : the

learned of all religions agree in this, and they furnish us with a pal-

pable proof by the contradictory interpretations which they give of

a great number of important passages. It is, therefore, an un-

doubted fact, that men unacquainted with the sciences, and who

form the greatest part of the Christian world, are quite unable to

give the true reading of the Sacred Volume. But, Protestants ex-

claim, the Scripture is plain and clear enough on all material points

for simple and pious Christians. This distinction in regard to points

fundamental and non-fundamental, in matters of faith, I say, is

nothing more or less than a miserable shift of invention, got up to

oppose undeniable facts, and these at once shew its falsity. For, I

assert here without fear of contradiction, that the Faithful cannot

convince themselves, by Scripture, of the distinction between the

articles fundamental and non-fundamental, because this distinction

is nowhere expressed in the Sacred Volume, at least in a clear and

determinate manner ; while on the contrary, we see generally

throughout the Scripture, without one exception, the indispensable

necessity of hearing Jesus Christ and his Church. It is a fact, that

the number of fundamental articles is nowhere to be found in Scrip-

ture, nor even an indication of them ; neither does it furnish the

Faithful with any rule by which they might easily discover them

;

moreover, a vast number know not how to read. It is a fact, that

the texts in which are contained the articles called fundamental,

suppose for example the Divinity of our Lord Jesus Christ, are not

of themselves so clear that the sense may not be contested : they

have been interpreted in a contrary sense by men of great talent,

but particularly by some numerous sects, which now unhappily cover

the earth. It is, therefore, most certain, that the greatest part of

the Faithful are unable, by their own unassisted means, to deter-

mine, in the Sacred Scripture, the pretended fundamental articles.

Thus, I beseech you to behold how the Protestants are divided

upon these very articles. The Lutherans acknowledged one only

Person in Jesus Christ j Calvin and Beza admit of two Persons, as
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did Nestorius. Luther and his disciples assert, that the Divine nature

has suffered and is dead ; Beza condemns this blasphemy. Calvin

says, that God is the author of sin ; the Lutherans declare that this

is an abominable error. Luther pretends that Christ in his humanity

is in all places ; Zuinglius and Calvin deny it. Calvin declares

that children of the Faithful who die without baptism can be

saved ; Luther sustains the contrary opinion. He discovers in the

Sacred Scripture three sacraments, viz. Baptism, Eucharist, and

Penance; Calvin admits the two first, but rejects Penance, and

admits of the sacrament of Holy Orders, which is rejected by Luther.

Zuinglius rejects the sacraments of Penance and of Holy Orders,

and acknowledges the Eucharist and Baptism. Luther confesses that

we ought to adore the Real Presence of Jesus Christ in the Eucha-

rist at the moment we receive the holy communion ; which Calvin

calls idolatry. Melancthon, to whom Luther ultimately joined

himself, declared that good work^axe absolutely necessary for eternal

salvation ; the Calvinists, on the contrary, deny this with all their

strength.— (See the learned work of Cardinal Gotti, The True

Churchy c. viii. § 1, No. 9.)

"Without doubt, those points which I have just mentioned, are

fundamental ; for, according to the very doctrine of the Reformers

themselves, true faith or idolatry, damnation or salvation, depend

on the right belief which we have or have not in regard to them.

And yet on these very necessary points, these very same Reformers

have only succeeded in contradicting themselves. It is, therefore,

Rev. Sir, as plain as day, that our Blessed Saviour has not chosen

the Sacred Scripture to be the means by which we are to know with

certainty, Divine Revelation. And further, in order that this method

might obtain its purposed end, it would be absolutely necessary that

God should preserve miraculously for ever, the Sacred Scripture

from all alterations, as regards the copies themselves, or as regards

the translations into the different languages, made from them ; and

that every one should learn to read before they could know Divine

Revelation.

From what I have stated, it is evident that Jesus Christ never

could have chosen the first nor the second method ; we then naturally

conclude that he has chosen the third. But again : it is an unde-

niable truth, that he has established a living infallible authority, to

preserve whole and entire his religion. When he wished to declare



his doctrine to the Apostles and to the other Disciples, he did not

inspire them, but he taught it to them ; he did not write it for them,

but he orally made them understand it ; and when he empowered the

Apostles to establish Christianity over the whole world, he never

said to them,—Go, write ; but he commanded them : " Go, Teach,

Preach, the Gospel to all nations."—(Matt, xxviii. 19 ; Mark xvi.

15.) Faithful to the command of their Saviour, the Apostles have

announced the Faith to the universe by Preaching, and not by Wri-

ting. Many of them have established Churches, and yet have not

written one line; and those who have written, did so uncon-

nectedly, and less from the necessity of giving in the Sacred Scrip-

ture a foundation for Faith, than for the particular advantage ofsome

one Church, or of some Disciples, who, being absent, could not hear

their voices. They recommend to them, with an equal care, the

things contained in the Sacred Volume, and those which they had

learned by tradition, without the aid^f Scripture. " Preserve," says

St. Paul to the Thessalonians, (2 Thess.) " the traditions which you

have received, whether by my letters, or by my discourses." This

proves demonstratively, says St. Chrysostom (in hunc loc), that the

Apostles have not written every thing requisite to be believed ; but

that they have transmitted to us, by word of mouth, many verities

which are as incontestably to be believed as the others. Never have

they said to the people : Behold, here are the Scriptures ; read and

judge what are the attributes of God; what is the order of his Pro-

vidence for the salvation of mankind ; who is this Jesus Christ

whom God has sent—is he God, or is he a pure creature ; what doc-

trine has he taught, &c, &c, &c. They held quite a different lan-

guage from this ; they have announced what Jesus Christ has done,

what he has taught, what he is,— (viz. God-Man, and this I have

demonstratively proved in my work on the Divinity of Christ.) And
the Nations of the earth have ever believed in their preaching, as we
perceive in the Second Epistle of St. Paul to Timothy, c. ii. ; and

that their Disciples were to follow the same method, and to transmit

it to those whom they themselves would instruct. " Keep what you

have learned from me before many witnesses ; the same commend to

faithful men, who shall be fit to teach others also." And a long time

after this period, towards the end of the second century, St. Irenaeus

informs us, that there were people who professed the Christian Re-

ligion, without the assistance of the Scripture, and who exactly pre
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served by tradition, and by the teaching of the Pastors of the Church,

the Doctrine which they had received from the Apostles. (Advert,

Haret. 1, 11, c. 33.) It is therefore through the means of authority,

by the teaching of the Pastors of his Church, that he wished to es-

tablish and to propagate his Religion throughout the whole world,

and not by examination and discussion ; and this is the very way by

which Christians have discovered and separated in every age the

true doctrine of their Divine Master from human opinions ; and I

fearlessly here advance, that without the authority of the Church,

Christianity itself would not, or more properly could not, be truly

supported. It is by means of the Church, that all controversies

which spring up in regard to Religion are terminated. The Spirit

of Truth always dwells with the true Church of Christ on earth,

leading and guiding her into all Truth—" The Pillar and Ground of

Truth," as she is called by the blessed Paul. But the Spirit of

Truth, Rev. Sir, cannot be in contradiction with itself, as I have

shewn in this Letter. There are many articles of Faith admitted by

Protestants, and which are nowhere to be found in the Bible.

I call on you to step forward and to shew me from the Bible

any authority for changing the Sabbath. Protestants say that

the Apostles broke bread on that day of the week. Why, the

Apostles broke bread on every day of the week. This is a

very weak and foolish argument to justify such a change. If

the Bible contains the whole word of God, then let Protestants

shew us from the Bible, the procession of the Holy Ghost

from the Father and from the Son; Consubstantiality ; Baptism

with the sign of the Cross ; or the Baptism of Infants without the

expressed sanction of Christ and of the Apostles. The Bible,

which teaches one Protestant to believe one thing, teaches another

to believe quite the contrary ; therefore, it is as clear as the sun at

noon-day, that it would be absolutely impossible to preserve the

Sacred Deposit of the Doctrine of Christ pure and uncontaminated

without the Infallibility of the Church, and the Supremacy of the

Chair of Peter. In fine, the writings of all the Holy Fathers, even

of the very first ages of the Church, all testify and bear witness, that

the Faithful discovered and followed the true Doctrine of Christ and

of the Apostles, by the authority and by the teaching of the Pastors,

who then were the Depositories of the Sacred Doctrines of Christ ami

of his Apostles, as well as of the succession to the Holy Ministry.



Such is the rule of Faith which we find in the works of St. Irenseus,

of Tertullian, of St. Epiphanius, of St. John Chrysostom, of St.

Augustine, of Vincent of Lerins, &c, &c. (See a Dissertation on

the Protestant and Catholic Churches, by M. Luzerne.) They pro-

pose it to the Faithful as an Infallible Rule established by Jesus

Christ, transmitted by the Apostles, and always observed in the

Church ; and they conjure them (the Faithful) to adhere strictly to

it, and not to permit themselves to be drawn into discussions about

texts of Scripture. Thus, Rev. Sir, in every age, all questions, all

controversies regarding Religion, were brought before the tribunal

of the Church, and it was by this tribunal they were judged. When
a question arose in the time of the Apostles regarding the observance

of the Mosaic Law, it was by this tribunal it was judged, and its

decision was sent to the Faithful as a rule and command. It was by

this same tribunal that the Sabellians were condemned in the third

age ; the Arians in the fourth ; the Nestorians and the Eutychians

in the fifth ; the Pelagians and Semi-Pelagians in the sixth ; the

Monothelytes in the seventh ; and the Inconoclastes in the eighth.

It was this very tribunal which condemned all the errors which

sprung up in the following centuries.

The Pastors of the Church consequently have ever been in the

possession of a Supreme Authority for judging and determining all

points concerning the Doctrine of Jesus Christ; have exercised

this authority since the very days of the Apostles, in the name and

by the virtue of the God-Man ; and their decisions have never been

subjected to the discussions of the Faithful. But on the contrary,

they have notified to them their decisions as the rule of their Faith,

and under the dreadful penalty of anathema against all men who
should refuse to submit to them. (See the first vol. of the Amicable

Discussion, by the late Monsr. de Treverne, Bishop of Strasbourg.)

It is evident that this tribunal of the Pastors of the Church has been

established by Jesus Christ, and that it forms an essential part of

the constitution of his Church. That this body of Pastors are In-

fallible, that is to say, that it never has nor never could deceive or be

be deceived, in regard to the Doctrine of Jesus Christ, I will now
prove by a series of facts, not less certain than those which I have

produced. At the end of the first century, for example, it was an

admitted fact, that such a doctrine was taught by Jesus Christ ; it

was verified by the tradition of the Apostles, transmitted by their
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immediate successors. The Pastors of the Church could not be ig-

norant of what their predecessors had been taught, as these could

not be unacquainted with what they had learned from the Apostles.

Separated from each other by immense distances, and living under

so many different forms of government ; separated likewise by cus-

toms, prejudices, and interests, but all united in the holy bonds of

conscience, which obliged them to transmit this Sacred Deposit just

as they had received it,—how then'could they wish to deceive, and all

unanimously to agree, after this manner, to impose on their succes-

sors, in regard to a doctrine received by Apostolical tradition ? It

would be just as repugnant to suppose that a multitude of men, of

different nations, of different countries, could wish to deceive, and

wTould lend themselves after this same manner, to impose on posterity

in the transmission of historical public facts of the greatest interest.

But for a moment let us grant (which is visibly absurd), that the

Pastors of the Church, after the same manner, had a wish to deceive

their Successors, how, permit me to ask, could they possibly suc-

ceed ? Is it not absolutely impossible, that millions and millions of

Christians, spread over the whole world, divided on every other

point but Religion,—such as opinions, interests, affections, and pre-

judices; likewise by the diversity of their manners and customs, of

their talents and characters,—could consent to change the common

Faith of their ancestors, without there ever having been raised a single

voice against it, because this impossibility of making any alter-

ation, as regards the Sacred Deposit of the Doctrine of Jesus

Christ, is the same in every age, and also as regards every point in

the Apostolical succession, till the present time. For whatever be

the period at which we stop, we shall find that the Pastors of the

Church could not have been ignorant of the Sacred Doctrine which

their predecessors had transmitted to them ; they never could unani-

mously conspire in such a horrible and detestable crime, such as to

corrupt it and to deceive their successors : and if any among them

had formed such a base and sacrilegious project, the rest of the Pas-

tors would have protested against them, for such an infamous

crime, and against such a horrible imposition ; the author would at

once, I say, have been condemned and cut off from the communion

of the Church.

History informs us, Rev. Sir, of such being the fact, viz. that when-

ever any innovator presumed to advance any false doctrine in reli-



gion, the Universal Church instantly cast him off from her com-

munion,—" He that will not hear the Church, let him be to thee as

a Heathen and a Publican."

Jesus Christ, in sending his Apostles to preach his Gospel to all the

nations of the earth, solemnly promised them his blessed assistance in

their teaching, even till the end of the world :
" All power is given

to me in Heaven and on Earth ; Go ye therefore and teach all nations,

baptizing them in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the

Holy Ghost, commanding them to observe all things which I have

commanded you, and behold I am with you all days, even to the

consummation of the world." (Matt, xxviii. 19, 20.) Because Jesus

Christ knew well that the preaching of the Apostles could not suf-

fice for all the nations of the earth, they would require therefore a

ministry of their successors to make known his doctrine. It was then

he promised them ever to be with them till time should be no more.

In their Teaching, he addresses them as the Founders of a ministry,

which was to subsist till the end of time ; there began, therefore, in

the persons of the Apostles, an Apostolic ministry, to which he pro-

mised a continual assistance, without which, the nations of the

earth could not receive it with safety, but having this assistance, it

becomes at once a Divine Teaching. And I will here fearlessly

advance, that Jesus Christ has established a Church, which he has

endowed with the prerogatives of Indefectibility and Infallibility.

In the 16th chapter and 18th verse of St. Matthew, he thus pro-

mises ;
" I will build my Church, and the gates of hell shall not

prevail against it."

Now, no person, I presume, will dispute, that by those words our

Redeemer meant that all the powers of hell itself, that all the illu-

sions of Satan and of his diabolical envoys should not succeed in

demolishing the grand fabric, that he intended erecting on the rock

of Bar-Jonah. No body will call in question that in those words he

alluded to spiritual assaults, no others being capable of over-

throwing a spiritual edifice. Hence then I conclude, (and I beg

my readers, my impartial though separated friends, to ponder the

conclusion,) that if, as they maintain, the Church of Rome, which

by their concession remained the true one for the first five centuries,

had sunk at some after-period into an abyss of superstition and

idolatry, the gates of hell must have prevailed against the true

Church, yea, against that Church, which Christ had pledged him-
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self should be impregnable, and with which he promised to remain

till the end of time. In a word the blasphemous consequences

would follow, that Christ has been unfaithful to his promises, and

that the gates of hell have prevailed against his Church, notwith-

standing the security given by him to the contrary.

But if the scriptural passage of St. Matthew clearly demonstrates

the indefectibility of the Church, another contained in St. John no

less manifestly evinces her perpetual infallibility. * And I will ask

the Father (says our Redeemer, John xiv. 16 and 17) and he shall

give you another Paraclete, that he may abide with youfor ever ;

The Spirit of truth. • • 'he shall abide icith you and shall be in you, 1

and v. 26, ' The Paraclete, the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will

send in my name, he will teach you all things whatsoever I shall

have said unto you/

From these words I thus argue : Christ here promised his apos-

tles (the teaching Church,) that the Holy Ghost would instruct

them in all His doctrines, and guide them in the exercise of their

apostolic functions for ever; which latter words denote that the

assistance of the Holy Ghost was to extend to their lawful suc-

cessors, otherwise not even the hierarchy of the established Church

could claim to possess any spiritual jurisdiction. Now if the primi-

tive Church had been debased by corruptions, if it had taught any

errors against faith or good morals, if it had ever admitted any

superstitious or idolatrous practice, the Holy Ghost would not have

instructed it in all Christ's doctrines, he would not have been with

it, and in it, he would have failed ' to abide with itfor ever.*—It

is therefore impossible to suppose that the Church could have ever

ceased to teach the true doctrines of Christianity, it is impossible

that it could have ever been defiled by idolatry, or by any other

superstition, unless we question the veracity of Christ. If then

such a defection from the truth be impossible a priori, i.e. arguing

from the very nature of the institution of the Church, as established

by Christ our Lord, and from the blasphemous absurdity of his

sacred promises being capable of failing, it manifestly follows that

the church has never failed in reality, and consequently, that the

Church of Rome, which our heterodox opponents themselves allow

to have been the primitive and true one, still continues to be iden-

tical with that of the apostolic ages, still perseveres the same as

when founded, still endures as the True Church of Christ.
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It is false then that transubstantiation is a compound of idolatry

and superstition ; false that purgatory is a human invention ; false

that the Sacrament of Penance, of which confession is a part, is an

earthly institution; false that indulgences are the offspring of

priestcraft ; and to be brief, false that any of the dogmas or rites im-

pugned by our separated brethren, but upheld by the Church of

Rome, are in discordance with the doctrines of Christ. All these

falsities have been demonstrated a priori.

Hence let it not be here objected that if our Lord promised that his

Church should be infallible, he also forewarned us against a defection

from the truth : He foretold that false christs and false prophets

would rise up in the middle of his Church; so that to suppose therein

a failure does not clash with his veracity. But away with sophistry

and quibbling. I admit that our Lord predicted such events as the

appearance of false prophets, &c. ; but he never foretold, that the

whole Church would have abandoned the true faith ; on the con-

trary, he purposely cautioned his followers against adopting the errors

of those innovators, and would-be reformers. If a few or even a

large minority of its members forsake the path of truth, allured by

the love of novelty, and perhaps fascinated by the attracting elo-

quence of those false preachers, their apostacy does not affect the

indefectibility of the Church. In a temporal sovereignty, if a

portion of the people, and even of the ministers, become rebellious,

that does not make the entire kingdom revolutionary. I may then

well assail adversaries with their own weapons, and say that the

prediction of our Lord was perfectly verified by the rising up of an

Arius and a Macedonius, a Luther and a Calvin. Furthermore, let

our opponents bear in mind, that so far from the entire Church

having failed in professing the true faith, a portion of it is by them-

selves affirmed to have remained always steadfastly adherent to

Christ's doctrine, while the archpatriarch of the so-called reformation,

Martin Luther himself, declared, that when he commenced the

glorious work of the reformation, the entire Church was against

him. Which then was the case ? was it, the Church revolted from

Luther, or Luther from the Church ? The reply is obvious, unless

they pretend that the majority at least of the Church was embodied

in the person of the apostate monk.

. But let me defend ourselves at our opponents' cost. They (as

well as I,) maintain that the Bible is the word of God, because writ-

b2
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ten by inspired authors. But how are they assured of its divine

origin ? How are they certain that it is inspired ? Is not the sole

foundation of their certainty, their having received it from the

Catholic Church ? Now if that Church be liable to err, how do

they know but she may have erred in upholding the inspiration of

the Bible ? And let them net say that its divinity is based on the

perpetual tradition of all ages. For besides that it is a piece of

inconsistency to have recourse to tradition in one instance, while

they reject it in others, although that may prove in favour of the Old

Testament, the inspiration of which was venerated by the members

of the elder dispensation, yet it evinces nothing about the divine

origin of the New. For let them not pretend that as the unanimous

consent of all ages demonstrates the authenticity, for example, of

Cicero or of Virgil, it evinces in like manner the divinity of the

sacred volume.— It may prove that the Gospels were composed by

Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, but it will never evince that

Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John were inspired by the Holy Ghost

when they wrote the Gcspel. The divine origin of the Bible cannot

be ascertained but from an infallible authority : so that while our

separated friends reject all infallibility, not even claiming it for their

own Church, they subvert the fundamentals of Biblical inspiration.

Having then, I trust, satisfactorily evinced from Scripture

alone the indefectibility and infallibility of the Catholic Church, let

me now proceed to show that those prerogatives are perfectly con-

formable to the dictates of sound reason, of reason based on the

foundation of faith. I mean, that I believe God in his mercy has

been pleased to reveal a religion to mankind, threatening at the

same time that whosoever refuses to believe it, is doomed to everlast-

ing tortures. Is it then possible to suppose, that he inexorably

demands the belief of all men, without assigning an unerring guide,

which may point out to them, without fear of being misled, the

one, among so many hundred creeds, that leads to salvation?—

Would not this be (what it is absurd to suppose in God) to wish the

attainment of the end without furnishing the means ? But we are

told, that he has given the Bible for our Guide. Is it so ? Is the

Bible such a guide as is required ? How then does it come to pass,

that this identical Bible guides people in opposite directions? Thus,

nobody will question that the institution of the Blessed Eucharist is

a point of high importance, being connected with the person of our
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Redeemer himself. Now the same words of the Bible, ' This is my
body,' are understood by the Protestants in one sense, and by the

Catholics in a meaning diametrically opposite. If the Bible then be

the infallible guide assigned by God to teach us the true religion

that he revealed, why does it not decide the controversy between the

Protestants and Catholics ? We may be answered, it is because the

Catholics are obstinate in misinterpreting those words, contrary to the

bearing of all parallel passages, and consequently err wilfully. But

waiving the question of parallel passages, (which I deny are favora-

ble to our opponents' interpretation,) do not the Protestants allow

to all the right of private judgment ? Have not the Catholics then

an equalJus to take the words alluded to in their obvious meaning, as

the Protestants have to interpret them figuratively ? Who then is

to settle the case ? If the Bible be the unerring guide, why does it

not decide between them ? No, the Bible is a dead letter, it cannot

judge, and we are thus left, in the opinion of our separated friends,

destitute of a beacon to conduct us to the port of truth.

In such a state of things, we should be in a condition far inferior

to that of our Mosaic brethren prior to the coming of the Messiah.

They, when led astray by the love of heathenism and superstition,

had the fortune to be visited by men of God, who were specially

deputed by him to reclaim them from their evil ways. Further,

those envoys, unlike the prophets of the soi-disant Reformation, used

always to confirm their mission by the working of miracles, and thus

to convince the strayed sheep of Israel that it was their heavenly

Shepherd who had sent them to reconduct them to his fold 5 but, in

the opinion of our separated brethren, we Christians are by no

means so well provided for. We are continually forsaking the path

of truth, we have already split ourselves into a thousand fragments,

each of these divisions claims truth to be on its side, and there is no

prophet to indicate to us the right road ! Is this Christianity ? Is

this the improvement that we boast over Judaism ? Is it thus that

the ' desired of all nations ' has bettered the state ofmankind ? Has

not Religion thus retrograded, in place of advancing ?

But let me join issue more closely. The Protestants venerate, as

well as we, the four first General Councils, of Nice, Constantinople,

Ephesus, and Chalcedon, by which Arius, Macedonius, Nestorius,

and Eutyches were condemned and excommunicated. Now as each

of those Councils represented the Universal Church, if the latter
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be not infallible, neither were those Councils. Hence their decision

regarding those heresiarchs might have been erroneous, and conse-

quently any or all of them might justly have exclaimed against

their 'condemnation. It was precisely for this reason that Luther

resisted the Council of Trent, and surely Arius enjoyed an equal

right to oppose that of Nice,

Here I may animadvert on the inconsistency of the Church of

England. She draws up thirty-nine points, which, and which

alone, she proclaims articles of necessary faith, and compels all her

clergy not only to subscribe to them, but even to swear to uphold

them ; and this, at the very instant that she denies her infallibilty !

She then may err in teaching what those articles contain, and still she

enforces their belief!—She may err in limiting the number of

necessary articles to thirty-nine, or in declaring that they amount to

that number, and still she defines that neither more nor less than

thirty-nine articles are to be believed ! Further, she allows to all

her members the right of interpreting the Bible as they please, {this

is what the Catholic Church forbids to her children, and not the

simple reading of the scriptures, as our opponents would have it,)

and in the same breath, with the same ink, she commands them to

submit their private judgment to the articles of faith that she has

framed ! Will any enlightened, unprejudiced Protestant call this

consistency ? Surely, any member of that church, if condemned for

broaching any new dogma, might justly remonstrate with her in the

language of those who were excommunicated by the Synod of Dort

:

' "Why exact that our judgment should yield to your opinion ? Why
exercise a dominion over us which you stigmatise as tyranny in a

church,# compared with whose greatness you dwindle into insig-

nificance ? If there be any crime in resisting the decisions of our

Pastors, then are you, and we, and all of us, guilty of resisting the

authority of the Church of Rome, which existed before us, and of

which our fathers were a portion You object that our doctrine is

contrary to the word of God, and we assert that it is yours that is

repugnant to it.' Thus those men ably advocated the cause of

Protestant liberty ; and all situated without the pale of the Catho-

lic Church at the present day enjoy the same right to reclaim,

because she alone enjoys the prerogative of infallibility.

Viz. the Catholic Church.
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I may add, that this prerogative of the church is so indispensable

a requisite in affairs of religion, that the first reformers themselves

acknowledged that the Bible was not a sufficient guide to them.

—

Dudith thus addressed his friend Beza, and I think I cannot more

appropriately conclude than by adducing his authority :

—

" You conclude that the Scriptures are a perfect rule of faith.

But you are all divided about the sense of them. Neither have you

yet settled who shall be the judge. You say one thing, Stancarus

says another
;
you quote the Bible, he quotes the Bible

;
you reason,

he reasons. You require of me to believe you ; but why should I

trust you rather than Stancarus ? You say he is a heretic ; but

the Catholics say you are both heretics. "Whom then shall I

believe ? Who is judge ? You have thrown off the yoke, allow

me to throw off mine. You say I am no prophet,—I say you are

none. Having freed yourselves, as you call it, from tyranny, why

do you turn tyrants yourselves, and even more cruel tyrants than

were those against whom you so violently declaim ?
"

The Socinians, Rev. Sir, are generally men of learning, and their

ingenious writings sufficiently shew to the world that they want

neither sense nor judgment
;
yet they solemnly declare, that they

do not find one text in Scripture which proves clearly and plainly

the Divinity of Jesus Christ, or a Trinity of Persons in one God, in

a true and proper sense ; which, notwithstanding, is one of the

greatest mysteries of our faith. What must we say of these men ?

—

Can we imagine that they would be so great enemies to their own

salvation, as to deny this great mystery, if it were clearly and plainly

set down in Scripture ? But the fact is, that these men, like those

who deny the infallibility of the Church, see ti travers, that is, they

do not wish to see them. Permit me to ask, with what face can

the Protestants condemn the Socinians for not believing in the

Divinity of our Saviour, when they themselves deny the infallibility

of the Church, and which I prove in this letter to be as plainly set

down and commanded in Scripture, as those demonstratively shewn

in the Divinity of Christ,—viz. Christ, the God-Man, is equal and

co-eternal with his Father. How will Protestants ever be able to

convince Socinians on their own principle,—viz. the private inter-

pretation of Scripture ? Alas ! they are so far from accomplishing

any such thing, that the absurd and ridiculous systems of many of

their doctors, in answer to the acute and ingenious pamphlets of
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those Socinians, proclaim loudly to the world, that they (the Soci-

nians) have gained the victory, and fairly defeated them with

their own weapons ; and thus rejecting the authority of the Church,

which Christ commands us to hear, under no less a penalty than

of being reputed heathens and publicans. The Protestants, I say,

have opened a door for Socinianism and for all other sects to enter

;

and they are absolutely cutting their own throats with the very

weapons which they themselves have put into their hands.

I shall now proceed to draw your attention to the manner St.

Augustine answered the Donatists, when they urged the same texts

as Protestants do now against the Church. " The Scripture," says

he, " often reprehends the wicked that are in the Church, as if all

were such, and none whatever were virtuous—wherefore, these men,

either from ignorance or from malice, gather such texts from the

Scripture as are found to have been spoken against the wicked, who

will continue mixed with the good till the end of the world ; or else

of the desolation of the former people, the Jews; and these they

endeavour by a forced construction to urge against God's Church,

in order that she may appear in a manner to have failed by a general

defection. But if they will answer these writings, let them never

again produce such texts."—(L. de Unit. Eccl. c. 18.) Thus, Rev.

Sir, you see what the great St. Augustine thought of these texts, and

which Protestants have only picked up second-hand from the Dona-

tists,* and which might be produced with as much effect to disprove

the circulation of the blood, as the Church's infallibility. But God's

promise, delivered by the mouth of Isaiah, that his spirit shall never

depart from his Church, suffices alone to refute the strained sense

which the Donatists then, and Protestants now, put on these texts.

His words are these, " My spirit that is upon thee, and my words

which I have put into thy mouth, shall not depart out of thy mouth,

nor out of the mouth of thy seed's seed, saith the Lord, from hence-

forth and for ever."— (Isaiah i. 21.)

I know well that several Protestant Divines assert, that Infalli-

bility is no where to be found among men. To them I answer,

by asking them in my turn, cannot God, if he pleases, prevent men

• See my First Letter to the Rev. Wm. Palmer, of Worcester College,

Oxford, Note VII., in which I demonstratively shew, that the doctrines of

the Protestant Churches are nothing more or less than the revival of old

heresies, all of which were condemned by the universal Church.
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from erring ? or, were not the sacred penmen infallible in their

writings ? If not, then we are not certain that the Scripture con-

tains the word of God, which surely is Infallible.

Thus, Rev. Sir, the foundation of Protestantism is rotten, and the

superstructure you have built on it must necessarily fall. However,

to support it, Protestants again have recourse to that wretched

equivocation in reference to the Church of Rome, to which, they

say, no promise whatever was made. And who says the contrary ?

The promises were made to that Church whereof St. Peter was con-

stituted the head, and his Successors after him; that is, to the

Church of Christ, or the Catholic Church in general. Protestants

add, " Nor has she any other pretence to the promises made to the

Church in general but her supposed supremacy over all the Chris-

tian Churches, which is disputed with her and denied by the other

Churches." The Church in communion with the Successors of St.

Peter, Rev. Sir, is the whole Catholic Church, to which these pro-

mises were made ; and the supreme government of this Church is

lodged in its Bishop, precisely because he is the Successor of St.

Peter, and Christ's Vicar on earth ; and they who dispute that title

with him, may much more legally deny the Crown to belong to their

lawful Sovereign, the one being of divine, the other of human in-

stitution.

Having thus, Rev. Sir, firmly established my position, viz., that

the sacred deposit of the Revelation of Christianity is confided by

God to an infallible authority, I shall here take a hasty historical

glance at the baneful effects of your sacrilegious Reformation.

Luther and Calvin were its founders, and did they not commence by

taking out of the Sacred Volume whatever pleased their whims,

fancies, and depraved appetites ? did not they accordingly declare

that each one had the right to interpret the sacred volume as he

pleased, and thus sanction as many religions as men chose to invent ?

did they not despise the Fathers of the Church, and turn their

backs upon Tradition, and upon all those sacred maxims which those

holy men (the Fathers of the Church) have transmitted to us from

the very Apostles themselves ? Out of seven Sacraments, have they

not left but two ? Have they not abolished Penance, Confession,

Extreme Unction, the Lent, Fasting, Festivals, and Sacrifice? Have

they not stripped Religion of its ceremonies, and its exterior wor-

ship; cried down chastity, celibacy, and vows; trampled under their

feet the images of Christ, and of his Saints ; broken crucifixes and
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the holy vessels used at the altar, tabernacles, &c. &c.? Have
they not declared, that all priests should break their vows and

marry,* contrary to Holy Scripture ? (See Numbers as regards vows

made to God.) Have they not laughed at and treated with the most

abusive ridicule the Pope, the Bishops, and all other Dignitaries of

the Church ? Here I ask, in the name ofcommon sense, can this be

a Reformation inspired by God ? Oh misguided people, unfortunate

Sectarians, how much it is to be lamented that you lent a willing

ear to such Reformers ! we behold you without Pontiffs, without

Bishops, without keys, without altars, without a sacrifice, without

Religion ; for there never was a Religion without a Sacrifice; there

can be no Religion without subordination ; there can be no Religion

where there is no other rule but our own will and fancy. This,

Rev. Sir, is a true, faithful, but, I deeply regret to say, a lamentable

picture of your pretended Reformation.

I call on you here, before the bar of public opinion, to inform me,

who it was sent those crowds of fanatics to preach those creeds, and

to administer the sacraments of baptism and of the supper ? who
sent all those pretended Reformers who have separated from the

Catholic Church, at different periods, since her establishment ? who
sent Luther, Calvin, Zuinglius, Beza, &c. &c. ? Now, more than

three centuries ago, these were all at one time Catholics; they repu-

diated the faith of their ancestors, they forged new dogmas of faith

!

but by what authority did they do so ? by virtue of what mission ?

Now if these preachers were not lawfully sent, they must conse-

quently, according to scripture, be nothing less than wolves, robbers,

false prophets and impostors. To whom belong these denominations ?

what signifies those strong passages of Sacred Scripture ? and what

means must not these men take to defend themselves against such

clear and most powerful texts of Holy Writ, which forbid, in terms

the most severe and formal, the fabrication of new religions? They

have no alternative left but to turn their eyes towards the Catholic

Church: there they find the pastors of the true and only sheepfold

;

there they find pastors divinely sent
;
pastors who, by an uninter-

* My readers cannot but be aware that Luther granted a license to Philip,

Landgrave of Hesse, to take unto himself a second wife, his first being still

alive, and permitted him to enjoy, at his pleasure, the amiable society of the

two—it was signed in 1539 by Martin Luther, Melancthon, Martin Bucer,

Antoine Corvin, Adam, Jean Leningue, Just "VVintferte, Denis Melanther.



19

rupted series, ascend to the Apostles. Pastors who can say, " We
preach, we remit sin, we baptize, we make use of the keys to open

and to shut the kingdom of heaven, we impose laws and regulations

for the discipline of the Church, we suppress or modify those laws

and regulations which are in force as circumstances may require,

that is to say, we bind, we remit, knowing well that, whatever we

bind on earth is bound in heaven, and what we remit on earth is

remitted in heaven, we impose hands in the sacrament of ordination,

in order to transmit all those powers to our Successors ; we establish

Bishops and Priests, sending them as we ourselves have been sent;

and we do all this, because the Apostles have done it; we do all this

because the Catholic Church is possessed of authority to do so,

agreeable to the command of Jesus Christ, " till the end of the

world." In fine, the Pastors of the Catholic Church, are they not

sent exactly in the same manner as the Saviour himself apointed?

Ought they not to be united to St. Peter, the foundation of the

Church, in order to form an imperishable Church ? On that ac-

count is it not necessary that they should transmit their authority

and their powers ? that they should succeed without interruption

from age to age, from century to century, till the coming of Anti-

Christ, with his formidable army, to destroy unity, to profane the tem-

ple of God, to abolish the ancient sacrifice, to destroy the elect, to

disperse for ever the pastors and the sheep, in fine, to reign with deso-

lation over the immense world ; all of which will precede the last

judgment! Until that period of general dissolution shall arrive, we

shall always see a Pope, the Successor of St. Peter, Bishops who
will never cease to give to the people the bread of life, and to preach

and to infuse into them the true doctrines of the Saviour of the

world—a Pope who will ever be the link of unity, and will feed the

lambs and the sheep, notwithstanding the hatred of all Sectarians,

and in spite of their attacks.

According to the avowal of the celebrated Protestant minister,

Lavater, there is nothing in the world so evident, so palpable,

so visible, as the Divine mission of the Popes—of the Pontiffs of

Rome. Nothing, without doubt, can be more visible, Rev. Sir,

* " I venerate," he writes, " the Catholic Church as an ancient and ma-

jestic edifice which preserves the primitive traditions and ancient titles ; the

ruin of this edifice would he the destruction of Christianity."

—

{Lavater to

the Count Stolberg.)

c2
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than public facts ; because the Divine mission of the present illus-

trious, most learned and saintly Pontiff, Gregory the 16th, and the

Divine mission of all his Predecessors, is the greatest of all public

facts. History is there to publish, to make known, all the heroic

acts of all the martyred Popes in the three first ages of the Church.

History is there to publish the names, and to recount the zeal,

the vigilance, the firmness, the sublime courage, the continual

combats, incessant struggles of all the Popes (who, since the General

Council of Nice, till the General Council of Trent, have presided

over, either personally or by their Legates, all the (Ecumenical

Councils,) to maintain the unity of faith against the audacity of

all the Sectarians in every century. History is there with her

authentic monuments, to inform us how Gregory the 16th, and all

his illustrious Predecessors, ascend to St. Peter, and by St. Peter to

Jesus Christ, who established him in so solemn a manner, the

stone, the rock, the imperishable foundation of his Church. O how

beautiful! how astonishing this succession of Roman Pontiffs,

whilst so many powerful kingdoms have crumbled into dust, whilst

so many most powerful dynasties have been swept from off the face

of the earth! Whilst all bygone Sects and their founders have

passed and disappeared—dans la nuit des temps ; we behold this

day the venerable Vicar of Jesus Christ on earth, Gregory the

16th, exercising with the greatest dignity, true piety, and firmness,

his sacred office ; caring not for the frowns or smiles of Emperors or

of Kings—knowing well that the Son of God is and ever will be

with his Church, leading and guiding her into all [truth.—(St.

Matthew, xxviii.)

The Mysteries of Religion, Rev. Sir, are the abysses which destroy

all those Sectarians who have the temerity to seek to fathom them,

—such as the mode of the Infallibility of the Church, the Eucharist,

&c. &c. " Seek not out, says the Holy Spirit, the things that are

too hard for thee, neither search the things that are above thy

strength. But what is commanded thee, think thereon with reve-

rence; for it is not needful for thee to see with thine eyes the things

that are in secret. Be not curious in unnecessary matters ; for more

things are shewn unto thee than men understand. For many are

deceived by their own vain opinion, and an evil suspicion hath over-

thrown their judgment."—(Ecclesiasticus, c. iii. v. 21, 22, 23, 24.)

How then can we presume to fathom the Mysteries of God?

Though the Mysteries of Faith are above our reason, Rev. Sir, yet
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they are by no means contrary to reason. Quite the reverse being

the fact ; for the more firmly we believe them, the more enlightened

we become ; the more they elevate us, the more they perfect our

reason. " But it is contrary to reason," says St. Bernard, " to wish

to comprehend that which surpasses our reason." It belongs to the

Sovereign Pontiff, and to the Bishops, to examine what is right to

propose for the belief of the Faithful, in order to fix and regulate

their faith ; because they are established by God to be the judges of

faith, and to teach it. All that we are certain of, is, that we are

commanded to hear the Church, to believe and to die for the faith ;

but we are no where commanded to discuss matters of religion, or to

presume to dive into its mysteries. It is by not following this wise

rule, that men have become heretics, and have been shipwrecked,

if I may use the expression, and consequently have lost their faith.

This is the reason why so many learned men are damned ; this is

the reason why so many presumptuous spirits, thinking themselves

enabled to discover the verities of faith, have preferred their own

weak opinions, and the sentiments of their sect, to the judgments

and decisions of the early fathers of the church ; and believing that

they were following the dictates of their consciences, or rather of

their own particular spirit, have finally fallen from those precipices

which they have dug for themselves. St. Paul has foretold it ; St.

Augustine has seen it exemplified in the Manicheans ; and in every

century, we behold false Doctors springing up, under a deceitful

mask of virtue, of charity, of reform, &c. &c. borrowing the

language of Holy Scripture, says a great author, "seducing

souls, particularly women, who naturally curious and vain, love

to distinguish themselves." But we must not be astonished at

this. Faith has and will ever be subject to the sport, to the ridicule,

and to the attacks of the wicked and of the unprincipled : at one

time, from the great powers of the world, and the licentious ; at

another, from the seductions of hypocrites. We must not be as-

tonished to behold men of the most consummate talents, falling into

error, they being frequently proud and obstinate. St. Augustine truly

says,—" There are none but great men who make heresies."—" Non
faciunt heereses, nisi magni homines." And this at once explains

how the people have been and are seduced daily into error. The

Arians, the Nestorians, Pelagius, and the monk Eutichus, and other

heretics, who had the reputation of being virtuous, good persons,



22

were great men, and possessed very splendid talents ; indeed, if they

were not such, they could never have enrolled as members of their

sects, Magistrates, Emperors, and even Bishops. It was requisite

likewise, that Luther and Calvin should possess distinguished talents,

to have seduced into their errors so many princes, so many great

men, and so many people, persuading them that their doctrine was

that of Holy Scripture, and of the holy fathers.

What we have seen in the past ages, we have seen to-day, and we

will ever see the same. Because it is requisite, says St. Paul, that

there should be heresies, to try and to point out the faithful. Male-

diction to those who are its authors, and to those who are its victims.

We must always, Rev. Sir, return to this point, that it is not given

to the wise, nor to great talents, to determine the belief of the faith-

ful, but to those to whom Jesus Christ has given the authority, viz.

to the true pastors of his Church. If those who combat her dogmas

and her decisions, are men of genius, permit me here to tell them,

that the Devil possesses more talent than they, yet it is no less cer-

tain, that he is an evil spirit, a proud and haughty rebel The fall

of Tertullian is a memorable example of the wanderings of the hu-

man mind. This great man, who had been the oracle of the age in

which he lived for his profound knowledge, and for a holy life, was

consequently the edification of the faithful. But alas! becoming

dazzled by the profoundity of his genius, he fell, no longer hearing

the Church. The Church admonishes him, but he hears her not,

nor could he believe that it is the Church which addresses him. He

is obstinate in his errors, and falls into that very snare which he

caused so many previously to avoid. What are we to think of him ?

' Alas ! all that I can judge of him,' says St. Jerome, * is, that Ter-

tullian is no longer a member of the Church.' It would have been

infinitely better for him, had he been an humble disciple, than a

learned master. For when once we have unfortunately made a false

step in regard to the Doctrine of faith, and joined ourselves to a sect,

it is most difficult to retrace our steps. The blindness is so great,

that we look on the censures of the Church as persecutions, and

compare ourselves to Athanasius, to Chrysostom, &c. &c. who have

been persecuted for the cause of God. The simple-minded Chris-

tian, who believes firmly what the Church proposes, is infmiu-lv

superior to all those proud reasoners. Oh ! how precious is not the

gift of faith ! Can Catholics ever be too thankful to their Blessed
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Saviour, for having called them to his admirable light, in preference

to so many thousands who remain wandering in the shades ofDeath ?

If we are ever tempted, or have doubts in regard to faith, let us

captivate our understanding, and thus addressing our Blessed

Saviour, but with perfect humility, exclaim : I believe, Lord, with

all my heart.

I shall conclude this letter, Rev. Sir, with the following syllo-

gism : That was God's Religion, and the true Gospel and Doctrine

of Christ, which was preached over the world before the commence-

ment of the Protestant Reformation—say before 1517» to spread

therein the name and faith of Christ, for a testimony to all nations.

But Popery, and not Protestancy, was so preached over the world

;

ergo Popery, and not Protestancy, was God's Religion, and the true

Gospel and Doctrine of Christ. The major* is certain, and clear

out of the sacred mouth of Christ.—(Matt, xxiv.) The minor is

certain, and also quite clear out of the histories of former times.

The conclusion follows well ; and thus it remains clearly demon-

strated, that the holy f Roman Catholic Faith, nick-named Popery,

was God's Religion, and the true Gospel of Christ.

And I am,

Rev. Sir,

Your obedient Servant,

VERAX,

A CATHOLIC LAYMAN.

* The major is undeniable even by Protestants. The affirmative part of

the minor is to be proved by the direct testimony of history,—St Patrick, St.

Augustine, St. Francis Xavier, &c. The truth of the negative part of the

minor is to be learned from the existence or the want of historical evidence

to the same effect.

f Luther, like a dutiful child, ascribes thus much to the Church, his

mother :
—" This truly hath the Church, that she can discern the Word of

God from the words of men ; as Augustine himself confessed, when he de-

clared that he would noVoelieve the very Gospel, unless the Church moved

him so to do."

—

(Tom 2. de Captiv. Babyl. fol. 89.) Melancthon says,

—

We acknowledge in the Church this authority of testifying Apostolical

Scriptures, or of discerning the writings of the Apostles from false ones."

—

(Resp. ad Jet. Ratisb. t. 3, p. 732.) Calvin says,—" I do not deny but it is
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the proper office of the Church, to discern true Scriptures from false ones."—(De Vira Ectles. Reliq. Refor. p. 323.) Peter Martyr says,—" We do ac-
knowledge it to be the function of the Church, that seeing it is indued with
the Holy Ghost, it may discern the true and genuine books of Scripture from
Adulterated and Apocryphal."

—

(In Loc. Class. 1, c. 6.) Perkins says,
" The Chuch has the gift of judging of things of the greatest weight ; She
can judge of the books of Scripture which are Canonical, which not; of the
spirits of men, and their doctrine, and therefore she can judge which com-
pany of men is the true Church, which not."

—

(Perkins, torn. 2, of the Sermon
of our Lord, col. 252.) What more could be advanced by any Catholic for

the authority of the Church, and for her traditions ?

Note.

I have received the letter which the Rev. G. H. Yester left at my Pub-
lisher's for me ; and in reply, I beg to state, that I am at all times prepared
to shew that the Sacred Doctrines of the Catholic Church are found, not
only most clearly expressed in the Fathers who have lived in the four first cen-
turies, but that they are all equally proved by Scripture ; and that it is

therefore the essence of absurdity, in the Theologians of the Anglican Church
to assert, as they usually do, viz. that the Fathers of the first four centuries,

and the Bible, are opposed to the Catholic faith. As I cannot in this short

note advance the reasons which render such an assertion most ridiculous, I
shall content myself, therefore, by making one simple reflection, and which I

offer to the attention of you, Rev. Sir, and of my readers. In the year 170, a
king of the Britons, tributary to the Romans, wrote to Pope Eleutherius, to

request of him to send over missionaries to instruct his people in the Chris-
tian Religion. Immediately after, these missionaries were sent, who preached
the faith to the British people. In 596, St. Augustine the monk was sent by
Pope Gregory the Great to announce the faith to the Saxons, the conquerors
of the Britons, and succeeded in his enterprise. According to the doctrine

of the Divines of the Church of England, the faith of Pope Eleutherius
was orthodox, whilst that of Pope Gregory was heretical and corrupt. Now
in sober sense I ask you and those gentlemen,—If the Britons and the

Saxons have not received the same religion, then there must exist some
essential difference between them, as regards belief and practice. Neverthe-
less, when the Britons, who retired into Wales, were united to the Saxons,

after a lapse of time, in order that they might form one people and one na-

tion, all, conquerors and conquered, being members of the Catholic Church,
acknowledged for their Head the Sovereign Pontiff, as the successor of

the Prince of the Apostles in the See of Rome.—What ! Britons and Saxons
had the same faith 1 Yes, assuredly yes ; since all the English, up to the

period of the pretended Reformation, were as much Catholics as we are.

But permit me to ask you, Rev. Sir,—Do you and your Anglican Divines

pretend to advance, that the Britons were corrupted in their faith by the

Saxons ? but if such were the case, was it not a fact of such importance, that

it would have been mentioned in the annals of the world ? . . . Hold,—I can

easily answer, by demanding of you and of them, to produce one single his-

torian, previous to the 16th century, or one single word, which could sub-

stantially prove that the Britons and Saxons did not agree on religious prin-

ciples, at the period when they united together to form one only nation. . . .

Now as this historian is no where to be found, cease then to calumniate our

faith, which you and they do, to authorize your Church to persevere in her

schism and in her errors.










